Dear Paul 


7/6/05 

You are careless in EOC 7; 2, and in more than trying to make a sow’s ear of the 
sow’s ass Lifton so you can pretend to have made a pearl of him. 

Aside from wbjjt I told you separately, the pro se en b;ne petition I filed is 
quite specific in identifying the attachments arc having been disclosed to Mark 
Allen in his suit for what the FBI gave HSCA. Thus your 84 is credited incorrectly 
to me when it was "obtained by" H ark. 

With regard to your Q74, and the silliness is not viorth the time it would take 
me to check, did the nut Donohue theorize that a rifle was fired from the followup 
car or a larger, automatic weapon? In any event, one thig that ought be clear to 
anyone who has done any .;ork in this case is the utter and complete impossibility 
of the Donohue tfroery, which had no basis, not even a pretended basis, in anything 
reported by anyone, >o matter how untenably. And do you really believe that none 0 f 
the man observers would have seen these, and reported it? Do you reallv believe that 
the JFK people in that car would not have seen it or would have been totally silent 
about it? Is there no limit to the insanities and impossibilities you conspiracy 
theorists are able to credit? And in your asking for a picture, doesn’t the Altgens 
picture the original of which I published in 1966 ssrve to show that a few seconds 
before the head shot this was not possible? Why don't you try to simulate what that 
nut theorized without being as crowded as one is in a jump seat.... As I remember it, 
the SS weapon in the follwup car, which other pis: taken later do show, was a BAR 
or Browning Automatic Rifle, a much larger weapon. 

I’m amused by your persistence in pretending that there was any kind of Lifton 
involvement in the LBJ-Fortas project. First of all, I sent you enough to leave it 
without question that it was the published books -that EBJ wanted to answer and Wick 
did undertake to do with the Hoover release. The records aro even captioned that way, 
and the content is no less specific. But you've got this yen to make something of 
Lifton, so you have a new formulation with which you really demean yourself. Again, 

I'm pretty sure that what I told you eliminates even this limitation to an indirect 
suggestion that it was all the FBI’s fear of your hero, aka sow's ass. Herofts the 
way you do this, in parens: On October 22, 1966 David Lifton realised that the Sibort- 
0’ Neill report included the statement that there was pre-autopsy head surgery; his 
assessment of Hoove r's statement in on pp. 296-8 of 'Best Evidence. So now you have 
the FBI reading Lifton* 3 mind, to know what he "realized" for the LBJ project that 
began earlier? How about the others of us who were talking about it on .talk shows and 
to audiences? Can it be that you've forgotten what I told you about my helping the 
Vikin g p.r. man Tom Gervasi get that and the other records they actually gave away 
long before what you refer to as Lifton' s realization? All of that was in ^antam's 
press kit, which was given wide distribution before your conjectured bolt from the 
bluo of "realization." I know I used that, with my ora analysis, which differs from 
Lifton' s in not being untenable, and I'm pretty sure that Lane did, and others. 

Personally I don't care if you give Lifton what "“ane has always claimed for 
himself, discovery of sex and invention of the wheel. What I do not like is how 
you demean yourself and the proliferation of endless stinking shit as pretended fact. 
In this case, with what I sent and told you, I think you ought draw back and ask 
your elf if what you've now done is even minimally honest. Not in terms of credit 
to others, who I’m sure care as little about t at as I do, but in terms of how you 
have stretched reason, if not honesty, to serve a preconcpetion you hdd no reason to 
believe has any basis in fact and ample reason to believe is impossible. 

I’m also surprised that you saw no significance in what was attributed to Alex 
Rosen’s description of the FBI's (non) investigation of the JFK case? that it was 
standing around ith its pockets open waiting for evidence to fall in. 

Likewise with MVD, which In confused with KGB: what does this do to the CIA's 



alleged basis for saying that Nosehko was a KGB disinformation, officer because he said 

that the KGB had no interest in Oswald and never questioned him? Hot good enough that 
MD did vl’o say nothing of the KGB's Intourist people who spent enough time with him 
not to have to question him to know what they wanted to know.) 

On the accoustical evidence: if the belt used by the Ramsey panel does include 
info that the FBI's trancription times at 11:51, then there may well be questions of 
originality because DJ lias found only a single belt that was given to the panel, and 
how much it contains might then establish whether it is faithful to the original. 

I've been waiting for a copy forquite a few months now. 4s I wonder about this 
unnecessary delay, I find myself wondering if the FBI might be expecting problems 
from the critics it did not expect from that ganel. 


sincerely. 



i 



